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WHkN»l RRTR: 

RFRt&cT RRRTR A WZ 2.2. T T R> 3T#T 
4 (i) (R>) Rf fc) 3 RTcT R> WRRTRR i> 
fate « faR RR t, te# RcRR Rjte R> fcPT 
WTTcTRR WT ^ Rjfa-cllftcl ftel RTJRRTI i 

?RT TW Rff ^RT MR ^ ct(i<£qiRla IteT t 1% 
RcfR Rjfte Rtem ter terM Rte 

R^ReT RR cTT^M tl 

Roll 'gfaER R>t RfaRTRT3ff RTf 3TfaRcp> RjRRf |R r 
'3MR>cW[ 3# cfJt Rtcft ^ 

/fM3R^RcT 3TiR faRRte 
<f> M ETH Rsf RR ^ T^lHIdRcl fa>R te ^ feTR 
RSTTRTcfRR RRTR 3TRT RTR^ R> feTR RRFjjR R>RcTT t1 

RRfTR eERTf R> <M R?T ^RR^IcT RE$ $ teHR te 
<fa 4lMl!d vte^T 3 Refat02 Rf Rcfatoi 3fR 
f^l: RSTHIdRd ter ETTRT stecT tfcTT 11 ^Rf 
3ER te R5f ct|qR*RtT RjR'-T ^ feTR fapt CMct&T 
RTRnSTRT 3ER2JT RcffSTT 3fR cZjsf Rr^ff Ftcft t, 
<M cfa WTSTf^M 3ftR uMaiteReT RR 
^Ml'clRcl telT RfTRT 3fafaTcT ^IcTT 11 





(R>). tenM R) RRRTR R> WS 2.1 R> 3R|RTTR, RRTR 
$ RtcT fa Rcte R^¥I fa feTR RcRTR faETTR ^R fatt 

tl 

(Rfa. RTRf RRTeTR fat faRT RRT fa>R 3itR RTR1R facT 
RFRTR RJRRT (faST^R) RtejcR> ifaRT fa RR: 
Rsf te RTRR RTSfaf RR fafa fa MWT RR 
arfater RoR teriR rrjcT fat er # £i Rifafa 

RtR gTRT fafa RRTR fajj^t RT*ft 3tR RTRT Rift fat Ei? I 
v^RRte fa RTRT [JR: Rfafr fa feTR 3TTcTte cTERETF 
Rtf t 3ftR facJeT RTp RTSfaf RR WRRTRR RR 
tecR 11 fafT EPTcfa M, 3#teT RoTR temj RRJyT 
R>R^ ^ fcTR TJ8jRj R^RT R?T RRTTR RT?T RRoT 
t^R^ ^ R*R ^f HHI' \4HI xirt^R | 

(R). RR^tet ^ RTRT 3TRRT cTRRRTF t 3fN HRRRT? 
RR RRTTRten 3^R ^R: ?Mr RR qfTfft RT teTRT ^STR? 
RoR teRR 3TRT ^ # ST^STT R^f R^ ETFfT 11 


RF RoTR, teRR^ ^TRT 3jjR)Rd R^eR) 3ltR ?Mt ^ 
STJRTTR, tfrn R^Rter RRTRt 4 RT^t RRJcft R>R R?T 11 
efeft RR RRRRKTRR RR f^fR ^RH^cTl 
Rftete gTRf tel RTRT t, $Rite WfTRR^^, 

3itR fuMte rr rrthr% te ^ Ron 
(te^M) ^gte ^ te R^IHIcIRcI RTRT RR RTRRTTI 
R^TTRTRRR f^R RTRT ^ fcTR RRTR 3T^cTR RTRTTRRt (Riedel, 
RRT 3Tlf^) ^T RR#T RTRRT tl WT, 

RT^cte R^cRT % RRi P|:^eR) RRTTRRTRR (RR?T 'effef ^ 
te) FRT te RRT &TT, RRtfe Rffeft/RtR RR[r[ gTRT 
TRTT ^RoRRtR tel RR RRT 2TT, 3ltR 3ff^teT R^RRRTR^T 
R3RTR telRT RRRR, STfcTte RR4 ^ feTR 1%RT rM te 
RfT^ tef RcRR cRT cRRRl ?^RT 11 

RRRRRRRTR R? ftel^ R^te RR R?T t 
R^cR) ^f, C$1 ci) R^TTRTRRR RccTR R?t ^f^TT ^ fcTR 

te RR Rt ST R5fri% RE?T R^T tl te^ R^cR) 4 R<frte 
RR> RSTHtcTRR <$> RRRR RSRRRTRRt ^ feTR RRJcft 

R^t R>t RR R^T 8ft, RRtffr t RR^ R$R?f %R ^ | RRg 
3TRR Rfte RSTTRTtet # feTR Rcfacff R^eRT ^ $f RRJeff 
Tft RTTcff R^f ti 

RrfR R^fte t^T Rf^iTRT R$RRt RR cTER R^f R^T RR 

Rtef, 3iktef^RTFRR#TR?TR42ffl RdTR RT^ete 
teR RRTR RjRRT 11 ^RlfeTR, te RoTR ^ RRlte RTeT 
C$1e1 R)T 'gRlRT ^ feTR RcRR 'RoTR RjteT R)f 
RteRT RR RRRTR RTR^T ^ feIR RM 11 


RPff RfcTteRT, RTRRt RT[ rWrr, 

tfTR R>T eRR RTF! ^ te Pwifad R?f RTToff t, ^RTfeTR 
RRTRf 4 RRJeff RTTRtte t\ 

R^cR> Rcte R^RT RR RcRR ^RRTR 3jfR Rf^ - RtcT RRTR R)T 
okcTT t 3ftR RTRRT 3RRT t, RTRTR 4t3TlfR ^ 3T#T R)cT 
^ tTRcT, MIC, RTTRf, cl I $ Cl (fuTRF^ feTR RoTR ^RdiR RR^T 
i>\ ERtft f) RR tefR tel RoTR 3TR^f rM RR 
^T WT t! fRTfeTR RRJcR) ^ RSfj RRcW aFJRRR 

Rte Tte RR RcRR ^KTTR RR^eT RR$f te tl 
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2. WitftrcT 97Je9> $> TsIS 3.1.5 9> 3?ffTR, 9§ 49ft7T9> vjM<taT3fi §T7T ‘Jlfec* 3r^ft<*i^97 

ft9i7 95779 t 9ft sti 4 y^c*/4^HH 99 Mt u i *nftei I 5ft> WW 4 *%<&> 'oWl^a 5^41wijg , i ft9i 
% ^HfeTJ 9§ ft*# feraT 99T ®FT % TFRR91JTPJ ^ 3F9ft99 9>T TM^cTM 0 ! ^ ^ TftftTT w^YvjH 4> ftp? *jm9> 

"1HJc9> 9197n" 759 A 9T91 v?TPJI 

3.1. PwiRci 9719# star £ st^tttc, ^ 7p§*f # yRlfcHRt ftij9<S# # $ Tim Tft^ 

#rs# sfa vffM $ m 9>7 # t# ft# dfert «wfcr 51m im 9&97 

9T77T *£#99 » I M^H fefft&5 (frfaftjel) 3f*7 4<ft dft^TTT ^f%9T 9T5#fclft&g (#A3ll£ftqa> # 
^ 139# ft<qft[9f 9> ftR 3l4ft7T ft>9T 99T 9T| 

3.2. ft# effyi# 3?R wtoT ^rsqf hptt f^qfW #?9#4t # Tjpp 5 3I ^L^L 71 ? 

sftl #ppft# 3 \$9qWtl Old'll # f^qWf 9? UftflTC ft91 11 #7## ^ «flM^ci 3ftr #£t393#9o1 # f^rRiqf 

97 afcmre 9$ ft9r 11 ;'; 

4. 97 71399 7j99r^ 30 139, 2008 # stt yito^r 9* *>\u\<m % 3n4lfti7f # # sJt { 713971 ifp# 

■Jf, VH>>R97'TR, #ppft#, q9q713#4t# 3jl7 ffttTftjcl ^ 3pft Pftqd 79T | 

5. jpfl H>q ^ f^tjK—R h^I 7(9# cm4c||^ s[T1 yiRj^^l 9> 999fe19 # 3lftel7isit d^clfcT f I WIKI fcl u 4Rl4'l 3fr? 

neff §171 # 9^ ftqftf# 99 797 yi'tfl«l4> 9# 9>t SfcFT-^ #91 uTR9TI 4 5*11^ ^95^ 

' http J'/tariffauthority. gov .in 97 ift \5Md«T 957919 9fppt | 

6. ^7T qFTct # chl4'9fff ^ ^TPT 99>^ 9?f 9^ 7FBT TJ^RT ^ 7R^ A PldfelRsn M<PC ^Rl 

(i) . 1TT7T cf l ^^ l dfer y^TeR5 ^ Tim f^9 ^9 cTT^TT ^ 9 ?$&&&&&. ^7^ 

3jh vji)<T l 3nj^9 ' c T STITT yqifelcl ef^Hcif 97 39^ 9Ief 9tcff $> fcPJ §T7T wH 4<40Mf! 3^7 

m§oi^vjf ?^c<n 9>t 97Jc?f qR f^9i 991 1? I 

(ii) . ^pM 99 979H, Iv^f 9oR 3^7 9T5c^r ^c95 TPftef t, fTT 5#WI IT7I aUrR 917 

RlW?, 2006 # 3nW f^TT9> 28 RPP97. 2006 IT7T TTTTtf^cT f^9T W ®TT t RTcP 97, 2006 Tt 9fcf ( 
915?^ W7 3fT^7T f^W 27 31W. 2002 §171 979R # Pl^IRn m9W 3lk 9^f ^ 31^707 991^ «PI 

(iii) . ^pM tfc Tj4 T^fti^cT 979T9 ^ Tflftcf 5399Eft ^ 31^797, 31TO, 2002 ^ ST^lf^T, 9T|e1^f ^c9> 99> 

71^ 9917 STT fWf ^ *c1 ^ ^T7 ^tel ^ 31^ 97 qtcT ^ 7B99RT79 99 994 99^ 
291 9§ fi# 9l4, 2005 ^ I^IT-fWf 4> Tsfe 6.4 ^ 31f9T7 ijfrwicl $\ *9T?c#31 9?t 

7P#kT 9^c2P 99 ^ ^995t 3 ^ 99) 919cT: vPmt99T3ff ^ STffe 97 # 9J WHlVl7«l, 9>1 RRR7, 
2006 9§t vi1994# ^ 979T9 95t TPftflT ^ 9ta cTc^T^T 7#^T 9^ 9?t ^99^ 97 

W l4)fcid |9 Tjera^cT %91 W 2JT | 91^119797)9, \J99>tWI3ft ^ 3?J^I 97 #T ^1 TWIRTT®! 
f%cF97, 2006 3 3f^9#?T 9^c9> ^9729 ^ 1 J2J9> T2jRid7 u l 99T4 9>f 957rfl 11 

(iv) . 31979, 2002 ^ 31 ^HlRd 979T9 ^-7T7I#9 97919 A 9crR ^ tcP? 9^T ^ 72991979^5 

99(4 9^t ^ l ^4-7T?i#cT 3T978JT ^ 917lte 7W, '371^ TJ^fN-el, ^ 9# ^ 721M1d79 ^ l^R 99R 
91#eT ^ ft# "9799 ^ ftp? 721HW79 7)9 # 9T9T 799T zrffr! 1 977T9 ^ 97799 $ 31^7117 

ftmR7, 2006 ^ 3T59tft7T 7RT#7T ^9729 ^ ft91 95^ 99799 ft>9 ?7^ft2lft #^99R W 991 tl 
^ 4f9 9?[ )? ft) A> 97919 ^ 7llftci 97719 # 9ft9I9T wpRlf# ^ 

cn^qiM 5T7T WfcfTT dft9c9t ^ feR 79^ 9?f 71# 9#7 1^975 H1$#99 k 11 9f 9T9T^t^ 
"97719 gftqT' 4>t 9^9191 c9?#7mift4lr §171 qwfcTTT dft9cft ^ IcR 9# 4t 9ff # # 4t I 9¥T 
97 9§ 9#^ WT v 3#<a4 t9 t fti 999ftdT3lf §T7T 9? ^§91 %7TR7, 2006 ^ 9^c9> 311471 #91^9 
cfj# # 9>l4 ' 9T^ 9> 9^719 9^f 99191 991 291 9? t 4#17 9R9T #9 % 9? <9l4d# 4> 

4t^T 979T9 97 79#7P7°I ftq 9fft 719) TftftTT t 9 ft) 1^1 7f?f)ftc1 ftp? 9# ^ ftp? I 
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(v) . ufalfa fa^pM # W W t, ^ Wriid^l '4 cfff RT#T BYcTT £; 3jk, f^ffcP? 

3 spj ^cTT f | Ref fa^pM gRT STClfad e$Hd T? 3Fpft ^gfafT ^ fcR fftrT ffff 
mmw ffRfTT t cfr Mfa WRTcRR 3 mfjtcT cZR WT £RT Sff^oRT faR uTRTT 11 3Rf$k 
% w vjfcdRsid "for "gfair siRracft dr^fwfM skt ^rarfcTcr ^fafcit ^ ^fan <Pr kjr P 
TTTffR cfP£ ^i\ T\$ 4t I ferfcr 3, faRPft# 3> 3 TfaTTfaf "WT ^fjfaT 4^ 

Mftdpmfi 3>r hRRmRi 3 cii$^'HtjiR4l gi^r MFifdd cftiet) *r ctp^ cp'^ ^ 'jfapftfj t? 3tRjR<w 
ftafal ^TT | flHKflfad £ fcFJ, 3HJ SRJcR gft ^MtRfcT falj RF) 

FRRcT t fuRfa fay fappM T> W f?cT YD^eTT W) ^ .3FWRTT 11 ^RR ff> aRcl 'HifaH 
^ ^FR ^7T *R fafc^ffR fa^TT vjIT 'HcfJClI t i TffaffT fat? sjrll^ cR>, fa^T otjffTSTT 

cTF^TtHt | 

(vi) . ^ wfa <t>j4<4i^l ^ wrcppp srk) 3ft <Rjcft 3ft TpfftR 3Rft 3? f?R triT 3? Mrt 3>r toit 

Rto 3R 3trit t fappM cn^RRnW srt irafcRT eRddl ip # fi wnm^r 3 rr ti 
3 cn^#fRnM 3> fa^\ 3tfh ^f ^ ^r #i ft ?ftf ?nfftcf ^ 3ft ^ f i m ^ 
mfam xjH^pM w^i <ft rri fatR-faref ^ 

'FJ^T Rfaft 3ft 3ifrff M ftft 3ft ^eTT? ftcff 11 ftft RWft ^ 'dfel 3fR '^ppM 

Pf^cT 3Rc[ ^tcff ^ f^RR ReTPt ^ fcRcfR ^ f^PT ^ \ ^pM ^>t 5RT 
fay yR m$ ^fa ^thpt $ ^ fcPj ^?te wnci R ^iRrci ^ 

w 4t w^fr 11 

(vii) . 'iMiil'WiSff gNl domi ^FRT Rpppfl^t ^f ^tcf ^ R: 3}f?tR<W Mold 4^01 l3Tf 

11 TaR %my MaR P Ft?f ^ ^ fcPJ ^ 11 ^ MRxR m PR 

gRI^lt, ^TTf^ R MRrf W f j 

(viii). (g>). ^ntorsft cf>r ^ feMt t fa wff iraicR ^ tRr ^ pt^j t? Ftdt 

^MldRcl f^J TH SlfrlRcW PaH ^RTT^ ^cf P)?cTT tf RwRp FRnM ^ cfFRT 
3TMRt T? 3|R 31WR tR iM ^ R: IR PaR ^3ff ^ cR^t <Ft ^l^Rid 

t % PaR #TT3lli ^ ^cR 3tTcfr f I 

(H). PaR tffaT ^ ^T MT^PfRR RrpM 3> ^ P>T ^TRFf cfR^ PP'M 

cPRTT 11 

7. MfR^IIHW'dM 3lR vdMiJctf cpRRt R. 3fR WT f^1R-fcR?f ^ 3TRR TR, RT^T l^7JT ^TcfT t fa 

PaR IRT ^T%R fap RT^ pfa WJ IRfIR ^f iRPRT^fa^ / vM^I! ^41^ d /fpM X& cp 

facIR-faRf 4R ^r^rT BWf ?ITffaT fat? Fmj, FT?T ?T^ IRJc^j ^ m t, ^faTc^ ^fatf 3lR ‘vfapM ^faT 
pfar <JRft |P tM ^ faf^TR TRcRt faRR ^ faR FTP? I 


W1 «R, Rszra 
[faRRT 111/4/143/2008-3RH. ] 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 

NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 8th November, 2008 

No. TAMP/35/2007-JNPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred under Section 48 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the reference from the 
Mumbai & Nhava Sheva Ship-Agents Association seeking clarification on the levy of shifting charges and port 
dues at JNPT as in the Order appended hereto. 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
Case No. TAMP/35/2007-JNPT 


The Mumbai and Nhava-Sheva Ship Agents’ Association — Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 30^ day of September 2008) 

The Mumbai and Nhava-Sheva Ship-agents Association (MANSA) vide its letter 
dated 25 June 2007 made a reference seeking clarification on certain conditionality governing levy of 
the Vessel related charges at Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT). A copy of the reference of MANSA 
was forwarded to JNPT for its comments vide our letter dated 5 July 2007. In response, JNPT vide its 
letter dated 20 July 2007 has furnished its comments. The submissions of MANSA and the comments 
of JNPT thereon are summarised and tabulated below: 


Sr. 

No. 

Submissions of MANSA 

Comments of JNPT 

0). 

Shiftina Charaes: 

In the revised Scale of Rates of JNPT, 
notes 4 (i) (a) to (e) under Section 2.2.C 
list down the various types of shifting of 
a vessel, which would be considered as 
shifting for port convenience. JNPT has 
interpreted this provision in such a way 
that the definition of port convenience is 
made applicable to the JNPT Container 
Terminal only. 

Overlooking the definitions of Port 
convenience, JNPT insists the users to 
pay shifting charges for the vessels to 
be shifted at BPCL liquid jetty/ NSICT/ 
GTIPL and even at JNPT's shallow 
water berth. 

Vessels are required to be shifted at 
BPCL jetty from LB02 to LB01 and vice 
versa to accommodate vessels of 
suitable length. Vessels are required to 
be shifted at NSICT and GTIPL to 
accommodate other vessels which 
otherwise would have to wait and waste 
available resources. 

The port is correctly levying the vessel shifting 
charges as per the TAMP approved tariff and 
conditions. As the decision to shift at BOT 
terminals is not taken by JNPT authorities, the 
vessels shifted at NSICT, GTIPL & BPCL cannot 
be treated as shifted for Port (JNPT) convenience. 
The port uses scarce resources (Pilots, tugs etc.) 
for carrying out the shiftings. Because of this, one 
free shifting (within the same Terminal) was 
removed from the earlier pilotage tariff, as this 
was being misused by Terminals / vessels 
Agents, and most of the shiftings were done due 
to bad planning, without giving a thought to 
additional work, which the port was made to do 
free. 

MANSA is trying to create an impression that in 
the earlier tariff, the shifting were being done at 
the Terminals for port convenience, which is not 
correct. Shiftings were not being charged, as long 
as they were within the same Terminal, due to 
one free shifting allowed in the previous tariff. But 
inter Terminal shiftings have always been charged 
in the earlier tariff too. 

The definition of Port Convenience cannot be 
made applicable for terminals, and it never was. 
The port provides the pilotage service. Hence, if it 
is to the convenience of port owned terminal, the 
port is bound to respect the definition of “Port 
Convenience”. 

(ii). 

Port Dues; 

(a) . As per Section 2.1 of the Scale 

of Rates of JNPT, port dues are 
payable for each entry of a vessel in the 
port. 

(b) . Additional port dues are being 

levied on vessels shifting to outer roads 
without completion of cargo operation 
and re-berthed with the same Vessel 
Identification Advice (VIA) and Custom 
Entry as no port clearance has been 

Since ail the activities are performed for bringing 
the vessel except issue of VIA numbers, the levy 
of charges are justified. 

The tariff clearly indicates Port dues on each 
entry, and if the vessel leaves the port and 
returns, even under the same VIA, the vessel has 
used the channel, harbour, buoys, lights (for 
which Port Dues are charged), even on 
subsequent entries to the Port. Hence Port Dues 












6 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III— Sec. 4] 


sought and obtained by the vessel, has to be charged on every entry as provided for 

JNPT has no inner anchorage for re- in the tariff. 

berthing and the option is only to shift to 

the outer roads, in such cases, it should 

be treated as part of a vessel call rather 

than a separate entry to levy additional 

port dues. 

(c). The MBPT has its own 
anchorage and shifting to anchorage 
and on re-berthing, the vessels are not 
required to pay separate port dues 
again. _ 


2 ln terms of clause 3.1.5 of the revised tariff guidelines, this Authority entertains 

representations filed by individual users if it involves fixation of tariff/ Scale of Rates. Since MANSA 
has represented on the tariff related issues, it was decided that the representation of MANSA be 
considered as a separate "tariff case” for the limited purpose of issue of clarification. 

31 ln accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, a copy of the reference of 

MANSA alongwith the comments of JNPT was forwarded to the concerned user organisations and 
also to the three private terminals operating at JNPT viz. Nhava Sheva International Container 
Terminal Limited (NSICT), Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited (BPCL) and Gateway Terminals 
India Private Limited (GTIPL) for their comments 

3.2. . The comments received from the private terminals and some of the user 

organisations were forwarded to JNPT as feed back information. The JNPT has responded to the 
comments of user organizations. The JNPT has not responded to the comments of BPCL and GTIPL 

4 \ A i oint hearing on the case in reference was held on 30 June 2008 at the Office of 

this Authority. At the joint hearing, the MANSA, JNPT, NSICT and BPCL have made their 
submissions. 

5 Th e proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at the 

office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the concerned 
parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details will also be made available at our 
website http://tariffauthority.gov.in 

6 - With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of the 

case, the following position emerges: 

(i) . The License Agreements entered by the JNPT with the licensed terminal operator 

provide, inter alia, for levy of Port Dues and Pilotage Fee by the JNPT for the vessels 
which call on the terminals operated by the NSICT, BPCL and GTIPL. 

(ii) . The Scale of Rates of JNPT, which includes Port Dues and Pilotage Fee, was last 

revised by this Authority in September 2006 vide Order dated 28 September 2006. 
Prior to September 2006, Pilotage Fee was leviable as per the arrangement and rates 
prescribed in the Scale of Rates vide Order dated 27 August 2002. 

(iii) . In terms of the provisions contained in the pre-revised Scale of Rates of JNPT. 

approved in August 2002, the pilotage fee was a composite charge which included 
one act of shifting of the vessel at the request of the users within the same terminal. 
This position was rationalized in line with Clause 6.4 of the March 2005 Guidelines. 
One of the components of the composite tariff item of ‘pilotage fee’ namely shifting of 
the vessel at the request of the users, was segregated adjusting the unit rate of the 
then existing composite tariff during the review of the Scale of Rates of JNPT 
undertaken in September 2006. Consequently, shifting of the vessel at the request 
of the users attracts separate shifting charges in the tariff arrangement approved in 
September 2006. 



[•m hi—' 
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(iv) . In the pre-revised Scale of Rates approved in August 2002, no charges were leviable 

for shifting of a vessel for port convenience. The relevant provision in the pre-revised 
arrangement, listed therein, contained various types of shifting of a vessel which 
should be considered as shifting for “port convenience". This position is retained 
without any change in the revised arrangement approved in September 2006 as per 
port’s proposal. The MANSA has sought to argue that the definition of port 
convenience contained in the Scale of Rates of JNPT should be made applicable for 
the terminals operated by the licensees at JNPT. But it is the contention of the 
licensor that the definition of “port convenience" was never made applicable for the 
terminals operated by the licensees. It is noteworthy to mention here that this issue 
was not agitated by the users during the proceedings which culminated into passing 
of tariff Order of September 2006. It has to be recognized that this proceeding is 
limited to offering clarification on the existing Scale of Rates of JNPT and not for 
amending it. 

(v) . As rightly pointed out by the JNPT, shifting of a vessel consumes resources; and, 

therefore, every shifting involves expenditure. When the JNPT shifts a vessel for its 
convenience at the terminal operated by it, the expenditure involved in shifting of a 
vessel is absorbed by the port. As mentioned in the preceding paragraph, the term 
“port convenience” was so far not applied to refer to convenience of the terminals 
operated by the licensees. That being so, application of the definitions of “port 
convenience" defined in the existing Scale of Rates of JNPT to the terminals operated 
by the licensees at this juncture may lead to additional financial burden to the JNPT. 
In order to off set such liability, other tariff items need to be adjusted which warrants a 
comprehensive review of the Scale of Rates of JNPT. The issue can be conveniently 
analyzed at the time of the next revision of the Scale of Rates. Till such a review, the 
arrangement in vogue may continue. 

(vi) . The proceedings in the case has brought out a case for prescription of conditionalities 

to govern the levy of shifting charges when the JNPT shifts the vessels at the 
terminals operated by the licensees. The existing Scale of Rates of the Licensees at 
the JNPT also does not contain conditionalities in this regard. This Authority, 
therefore, advises the JNPT to finalize suitable provisions in consultation with NSICT 
/ GTIPL / BPCL in this regard. Such provisions should list out in detail the various 
movements of vessels constituting 'terminal convenience’ and ‘JNPT convenience’. 
The JNPT is advised to incorporate the suitable provisions in the general revision 
proposal for revision of its Scale of Rates to be filed by the port. 

(vii) . Another issue raised by the users is levy of additional Port Dues on re-entry of the 

vessel into JNPT. Port Dues is a fee for entry of the vessel into the port. The fee is 
payable by the vessel on each entry into the port, as prescribed in the Scale of Rates 
of JNPT. 

(**)- (a)- It is the argument of the users that the JNPT levies additional port dues on 

vessels shifted to outer roads without completion of cargo operations. Where 
as the JNPT has sought to justify levy of Port Dues on re-entry of vessel on 
cost grounds and on the ground that outer roads do not fall within the port 
limits. 

(b). Port dues being a charge prescribed for each entry of a vessel into the port 
limit, this Authority does not find any reason to reject the contention of JNPT. 

7- In the result and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application of 

mind, the JNPT is directed to include suitable provisions in its General Revision proposal to be filed by 
the port, in consultation with NSICT / GTIPL / BPCL as far as this tariff item is concerned, listing out in 
detail the various movements of vessels constituting “terminal convenience" and “JNPT convenience". 


BRAHM DUTT, Chairman 
[ADVT IiI/4/143/2008-Exty] 
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